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possession is by no means a necessary incident of owner-
ship of them (b). In fact the contract of bailment consists
in the bailor parting with the possession of the chattels to
the bailee, on a variety of terms, but on a trust, that
when the bailment is at an end, possession will be restored
to the bailor, the bailor, meanwhile, remaining the owner
of the chattel. The usual method of transferring pos-
session is by manual delivery, but this is not necessary, if
it is the intention of the parties that possession shall be
given, and there is also physical ability on the part of the
transferee to exercise exclusive control (c).
Meaning of Possession.—It must be borne in mind
that possession may mean either de facto possession, i.e.,
actual physical possession, or de jure possession, i.e., legal
possession, that is a right to possession which may or may
not be accompanied by actual physical control.
Transfer of Ownership.—There are a number of
ways in which the ownership of corporeal chattels as
distinct from possession of them may be transferred or
parted with.
By delivery of Possession.—(a) By mere delivery of
possession, if it is the intent thereby to transfer the
ownership, and this delivery may be made by handing
over a key, or document of title if the physical control is
effected thereby (d), or by a change in the character of
the possession, e.g., where a vendor retains possession as
bailee for the purchaser (e). This method can necessarily-
only be applied when the owner has possession.
(b) Bloxam v. Sanders (1825), 4 B. & C. 941 ;  39 Digest 640, 2364.
(s) Pollock cS- Wright, Possession in the Common Law, p. 79.
(<*) Ellis v. Hunt (1789), 3 Term Rep. 464, 468 ; 39 Digest 618, 2767 ;
Bowker v. Williamson (1889), 5 T.L.R. 382; 7 Digest 20, 92.
(e) Elmore v. Stone (1809), 1 Taunt. 458 ; 39 Digest 379, 775. Staffs
Motor Guarantee. Ltd. v. British Wagon Co., Ltd., [1934] 2 K.B. 305 ;
Digest Supp. In this case an owner, H., sold a lorry to a finance
company who then let it back to him under a hire-purchase agreement.
The lorry never left the possession of H. It was held that after the
hire-purchase agreement H. held as a bailee, and was not in possession
either as a mercantile agent or as a person who " having sold goods
continues or is in possession of the goods " within the meaning of the
Sale of Goods Act, 1893, s. 25 ; post, p. 339,

